











































































































































































































































































































E. ADMISSIONS AND WAIVERS OF RIGHTS

36.  Respondent admits and agrees that EPA has jurisdiction and authority over the subject
matter of the action commenced in this CA/FO and over Respondent pursuant to Section 113 of
the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413, and 40 C.F.R. Part 22. Respondent consents to and agrees not to
contest EPA's jurisdiction and authority to enter into and issue this CA/FO and to enforce its
terms. Further, Respondent will not contest EPA’s jurisdiction and authority to compel
compliance with this CA/FO in any enforcement proceedings, either administrative or judicial, or
to impose sanctions for violations of this CA/FO.
37. Respondent hereby waives any rights Respondent may have to a hearing or an appeal on
any issue relating to the factual allegations or legal conclusions set forth in the CA/FO, including
without limitation a hearing pursuant to Section 113(d)(2) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(d)2),
or judicial review pursuant to Section 113(d)(4) of the CAA, 42 U.S.C. § 7413(d)(4).
Respondent hereby consents to the terms of this CA/FO and the issuance of this CA/FO without
adjudication.
38.  Respondent does not admit any liability arising out of the violations alleged in this

- CA/FO.
39. Respondent and Complainant recognize that this CA/FO is entered into for the purpose of
compromising the disputed allegations set forth herein, has been negotiated in good faith, will
avoid litigation and is fair, reasonable and in the public interest.

40.  This CA/FO resolves the claims of Complainant for the allegations set forth herein.

F. PARTIES BOUND

4]. This CA/FO shall apply to and be binding on Respondent and its agents, successors and
assigns and upon all persons acting under or for Respondent, until such time as the civil penalty
required under Section D (and any additional civil penalty required under Section 1) and any
delays in performance and/or stipulated penalties have been resolved. At such time as those

matters are concluded, this CA/FO shall terminate and constitute full and complete settlement of
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the violations alleged herein.

42.  No change in ownership or corporate, partnership or legal status relating to the Facility
will in any way alter Respondent's obligations and responsibilities under this CA/FO.

43."  Until termination of this CA/FO, Respondent shall give notice of this CA/FO to any
successor in interest prior to transfer of ownership or operation of the Facility and shall notify
EPA within seven (7) days prior to such transfer.

44.  The undersigned representative of Respondent hereby certifies that he is fully authorized

by Respondent to enter into and execute this CA/FO, and to legally bind Respondent to it.

G. CERTIFICATION OF COMPLIANCE

45.  Upon signing this CA/FO, Respondent certifies to EPA that it has fully complied with the
requirements of Section 112(r) of the CAA that formed the basis for the violations alleged in the
CA/FO, and the Facility is now in compliance with Section 112(r) of the CAA.

46.  The signatory for Respondent certifies under penalty of law that this certification of
compliance is based upon true, accurate and complete information, which the signatory can
verify personally or regarding which the signatory has inquired of the person or persons directly

responsible for gathering the information.

H. PAYMENT OF CIVIL PENALTY

47.  Respondent consents to the assessment of and agrees to pay a civil penalty of TWO
HUNDRED SIXTY THOUSAND DOLLARS ($260,000) in settlement of the civil penalty
claims made in this CA/FO. |

48.  Respondent shall pay the civil penalty within thirty (30) days of the Effective Date of this
CA/FO, by sending a certified or cashier's check in the amount of TWO HUNDRED SIXTY
THOUSAND DOLLARS ($260,000), payable to U.S. EPA,” which shall be sent to:

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency
Fines and Penalties

In Re: Rancho LPG 8



Cincinnati Finance Center
P.O. Box 979077
St. Louis, MO 63197-9000

49, The check shall reference the name and docket number of the CA/FO, and shall be
accompanied by a cover letter stating that payment is being made pursuant to this CA/FO. The
cover letter and civil penalty shall be sent by certified mail, return receipt requested. Copies of

the transmittals shall be sent to:

J. Andrew Helmlinger (ORC-3)

Assistant Regional Counsel

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region X
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

and

Regional Hearing Clerk (ORC-1)

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

50.  Inaccordance with the Debt Collection Act of 1982 and U.S. Treasury directive (TFRM
6-8000), failure to send the penalty so that it is received by the due date will result in imposition
of interest from the effective date of this CA/FO at the current interest rate published by the U.S.
Treasury, as described at 40 C.F.R. §13.11. In addition, a twelve percent (12%) per annum
penalty will be applied on any principal amount not paid within ninety (90) days of the due date.
SL. The penalties specified in this CA/FO shall represent civil penalties assessed by EPA and
shall not be deducted by Respondent or any other person or entity for federal, state or local

taxation purposes.

I. DELAY IN PERFORMANCE / STIPULATED PENALTIES

52. In the event Respondent fails to meet any requirement set forth in this CA/FO,
Respondent shall pay stipulated penalties as set forth below. Compliance by Respondent shall
include completion of any activity under this CA/FO in a manner acceptable to EPA and within
the specified time schedules in and approved under this CA/FO.

In Re: Rancho LPG 9



53.  For failure to submit a payment to EPA by the time required in this CA/FO: FIVE
HUNDRED DOLLARS ($500) per day for the first to fifteenth day of delay, ONE THOUSAND
DOLLARS ($1,000) per day for the sixteenth to thirtieth day of delay, and FIVE THOUSAND
DOLLARS ($5,000) per day for each day of delay thereafter.

54.  Notwithstanding any other provision of this Section, EPA may, in its unreviewable
discretion; waive any portion of the stipulated penalties that have accrued pursuant to this
CA/FO.

55.  Stipulated penalties shall begin to accrue on the day after performance is due, and shall
continue to accrue through the final day until performance is complete. Respondent shall pay
stipulated penalties within fifteen (15) days of receipt of a written demand by Complainant for
such penalties. Payment of stipulated penalties shall be made in accordance with the procedure
set forth for payment of penalties in Section H of this CA/FO.

56. If a stipulated penalty is not paid in full, interest shall begin to accrue on the unpaid
balancé at the end of the fifteen-day period at the current rate published by the United States
Treasury, as described at 40 C.F.R. § 13.11. Complainant reserves the right to take any
additional action, including but not limited to, the imposition of civil penalties, to enforce
compliance with this CA/FO or with the CAA and its implementing regulations.

57.  The payment of stipulated penalties specified in this Section shall not be deducted by

Respondent or any other person or entity for federal, state or local taxation purposes.

J. RESERVATION OF RIGHTS

58.  EPA expressly reserves all rights and defenses that it may have.

59.  Except as it relates to those matters resolved in this CA/FO, EPA hereby reserves all of
its statutory and regulatory powers, authorities, rights and remedies, both legal and equitable.
including the right to require that Respondent perform tasks in addition to those required by this
CA/FO. EPA further reserves all of its statutory and regulatory powers, authorities, rights and

remedies, both legal and equitable, which may pertain to Respondent's failure to comply with
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any of the requirements of this CA/FO, including without limitation, the assessment of penalties
under the CAA or any other statutory, regulatory or common law enforcement authority of the
United States. Except as expressly stated herein, this CA/FO shall not be construed as a
covenant not to sue, release, waiver or limitation of any rights, remedies, powers or authorities,
civil or criminal, which EPA has under the CAA or any other statutory, regulatory or common
law enforcement authority of the United States.

60.  Compliance by Respondent with the terms of this CA/FO shall not relieve Respondent of
its obligations to comply with the CAA or any other applicable local, state or federal laws and
regulations.

61.  The entry of this CA/FO and Respondent's consent to comply shall not limit or otherwise
preclude EPA from taking additional enforcement actions should EPA determine that such
actions are warranted except as it relates to those matters resolved by this CA/FO.

62.  EPA reserves its right to seek reimbursement from Respondent for such additional costs
as may be incurred by the United States. Notwithstanding compliance with the terms of this
CA/FO, Respondent is not released from liability, if any, for the costs of any response actions

taken by EPA.

K. MISCELLANEOUS

63.  This CA/FO may be amended or modified only by written agreement executed by both
EPA and Respondent.

64.  The headings in this CA/FO are for convenience of reference only and shall not affect
interpretation of this CA/FO.

65.  Each party to this action shall bear its own costs and attorneys’ fees.

66.  Complainant and Respondent consent to entry of this CA/FO without further notice.
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In accordance with 40 C.F.R. §§ 22.18(b)(3) and 22.31(b), this CA/FO shall be effective
on the date that the Final Order contained in this CA/FO, havmg been approved and issued by
either the Regional Judicial Officer or Regional Administrator, is filed.

IT IS SO AGREED.

0b-27- 4 i . ScottSil

Vice President, Operations

Date
Rancho LPG LLC
o e
e ~/~ [C ol
Date ’ Enrique Manzanilla, Director
Superfund Division

U.S. Environmental Protection Agency, Region IX

In Re: Rancho LPG 12



FINAL ORDER

IT IS HEREBY ORDERED that this Consent Agreement and Final Order (“CA/FO”)
(Docket No. CAA-9-2014-00 Qﬁ be entered and that Respondent pay a civil penalty of TWO
HUNDRED SIXTY THOUSAND DOLLARS (3$260,000) payable to “Treasurer, United States of
America,” in the manner and form specified in Section H of this CA/FO within thirty (30) days after
the Effective Date, and complete any and all tasks required by this CA/FO.

THIS FINAL ORDER SHALL BE EFFECTIVE IMMEDIATELY.

~~~~~~~~~

02 /od /14 Qﬂuﬂglw

Date Steven Jawgiel L
Regional Judicial Ofticer \__~
United States Environmental Protection Agency,

Region IX

.



CERTIFICATE OF SERVICE

| hereby certify that the original and a copy of the foregoing Consent Agreement
and Final Order in the matter of RANCHO LPG HOLDINGS LLC, with Docket # CAA-
09-2014-0001 has been filed with the Regional Hearing Clerk, Region IX and copies
were sent:

By Certified Mail, Return Receipt Requested to Respondent:

Ron Conrow

Rancho LPG Holdings LLC
333 Clay Street, Suite 1600
Houston, Texas 77002

Certified Mail Receipt # 7010 2780 0000 8388 8020

Hand Delivered to:

Andrew Helmlinger

Office of Regional Counsel
U.S. EPA, Region 9, ORC 3
75 Hawthorne Street

San Francisco, CA 94105

R 0 SR SN R

Date el L Steven Armsey
Acting Regional Hearing Clerk
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SAN PEDRO PENINSULA HOMEOWNERS UNITED INC.
PO BOX 6455 - SAN PEDRO, CA 90734 - EMAIL: sphome@gmail.com

For Immediate Release More Info Contact: Janet Gunter
July 24, 2014 (310) 251-7075

Harbor Tank Farm Admits Serious Safety Violations

SAN PEDRO - A Harbor area tank farm has agreed to pay $260,000 in fines to the EPA
for what angry local residents contend were “serious, possibly catastrophic safety
violations™ at its butane and propane gas storage facility near the Port of Los Angeles.

But, harbor-area activists decried the EPA fine as a slap on the wrist. Attorney, Noel
Weiss, advocate for harbor area homeowners stated, “In the words of JFK during the steel
crisis, this reflects a reckless and irresponsible defiance of the public interest.”

Rancho LPG Holdings LLC, a new spin off of a Texas major pipeline company, agreed
to pay the fines for failing to conduct tank safety tests and failure to have emergency
response plans.

Rancho LPG was recently formed by a network of companies controlled by Plains All
American Pipeline, a Fortune 500 company based in Houston. San Pedro activists accuse
the Texas firm of spinning off Rancho LPG as a “Limited Liability Corporation” to
protect the parent company from damage claims or cleanup costs from a catastrophe.

The propane and butane tanks contain over 25 million gallons of highly hazardous gasses.
Activists warn that this is enough to destroy a huge number of homes in the area, with the
potential to injure and kill thousands. It also has the clear opportunity to decimate the
Ports of LA and Long Beach.

In the agreement, the company said it “does not admit any liability arising out of
violations alleged”. But, the facts indicate widespread and longstanding violation of the
federal Clean Water Act and EPA safety rules.

One count accused the company of failing to test its flare-off capability for earthquake
safety, and allowed that condition to exist for years until it was repaired in 2011. The
flare off system is a key component to remove threats of fireballs and severe damage in
what geologists consider an inevitable, major quake there. Since the LPG facility sits on
land designated as “liquefaction” and “landslide” areas, directly inside the only
“earthquake rupture zone” in the entire Harbor area, it becomes very difficult to
understand just how the safety of such a stack could be guaranteed.

The tank farm straddles both sides of the active Palos Verdes Fault, which slips an
average of 3 millimeters a years and is capable of generating a magnitude of 7.2
earthquake. (per USGS)

Another count accused Rancho LPG of relying on a firefighting plan that failed to
consider the likelihood of a loss of water from city mains, another likely possibility from
a major quake. This water would only be used to keep other tanks from exploding by



cooling them, since LPG fires cannot be extinguished by water. Such tires must simply
“burn themselves out.”

And, Rancho LPG also failed to prove that it had tested a large butane storage tank, built
in 1973 without LA City Building permits, for structural integrity. Such tests are
required every 10 years, and it is possible that the tank had gone for 30 years without an
inspection. Again, the 12.5 million gallon tanks were built to a seismic sub-standard of
5.5 - 6.0 and sit in an earthquake rupture zone whose largest fault is 7.2 on land with
grave seismic deficiencies.

Rail cars move from the facility daily, each containing 30,000 gallons of highly explosive
liquefied petroleum gas. According to the EPA calculation, a “single” rail car of butane
gas has a blast radius of .42 mile. The Rancho LPG facility has declared that the worst
case blast radius from one of their two 12.5 million gallon butane tanks has a blast radius
of .50 mile. This radius, as illogical as it is, has been accepted by the EPA.

Drain valves and pipelines at Rancho LPG were also not tested, the EPA claimed. The
Company agreed to fix them.

San Pedro and Peninsula Homeowners United Inc. is a home owner’s organization
comprised of those residents living in closest proximity to the Rancho LPG facility. The
inappropriate and highly explosive location of this operation, so close to their homes and
schools, has been fought by the organization for decades to no avail.
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hitp://www.dailybreeze.comvbusiness/20140724/rancho-lpg-pays-federal-government-260000-to-settle-violations-at-san-pedro-facility

Rancho LPG pays federal government $260,000 to settle violations at

San Pedro facility .
By Carley Dryden , Daily Breeze DailyBreeze.com

Tanks at the Rancho LPG site loom in the background of
the North San Pedro neighborhood near Westmont
Drive. Oct. 24, 2010. File photo. (Scott Varley / Staff
Photographer)

Rancho LPG has agreed to pay the federal government
$260,000 in civil penalties to settle claims of risk
management violations at its San Pedro gas facility, a
punishment critics characterized as a slap on the wrist.

Numerous violations related to the Clean Air Act,
including potential seismic stresses and failure to
properly inspect and test equipment, were uncovered by
an Enwronmental Protectlon Agency |nvest|gat|on that began in 2010.

Rancho LPG primarily stores large amounts of butane and propane at the site. For years, residents have
fought to get rid of the tanks, warning that one misstep with the millions of gallons of explosive chemicals
on site could lead to the decimation of nearby residential areas.

The EPA announced Thursday that the facility at 2110 North Gaffey St. has now resolved its
noncompliance issues with risk management regulations. Rancho LPG, which has disputed the EPA’s
claims, said Thursday that it believes it has always been in compliance with Clean Air Act regulations.

“Rancho LPG and the EPA have agreed to settle these disputed claims for approximately $260,000 rather
than expending resources contesting the allegations,” Rancho LPG said in a statement.

The EPA, however, said the facility addressed its violations and now adheres to risk management plan
requirements.

During its investigation, the EPA found the facility did not properly evaluate potential seismic stresses at
the site, failed to analyze the potential loss of its water supply in the event of an earthquake and failed to
properly inspect and test equipment, including tanks and drain systems.

“When a company handling high-risk materials operates in close proximity to a neighboring community, it's
critical to take steps to safeguard the residents,” said EPA spokesman Jared Blumenfeld.

According to the EPA, the company estimates it has spent $7.2 million since the investigation for new
safety controls, tank inspections, seismic upgrades and improved coordination with local emergency
responders.

Rancho LPG, which acquired the facility in 2008, said it has been audited more than 45 times by state and
federal agencies since 2010 and continues to “perform well” in the audits since it completed safety
improvements.

“We take pride in the fact that the facility has not had a significant release, incident or accident in its
40-year operating history,” the company said.
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But local residents aren’t convinced.

“All of us are outraged by this,” said Janet Gunter of the San Pedro and Peninsula Homeowners United.
“This really is less than a slap on the wrist to the company. It's highly irresponsible of the EPA to respond to
this high-risk situation we’re being exposed to in such a negligible way."

Gunter said the penalty is a “meaningless gesture” that gives residents the illusion that the facility is now
safe.

“This clearly illustrates that they have never been safe, and they continue to operate without being safe,”
she said. “It's frightening.”

Residents have long emphasized that the facility, which straddles both sides of the active Palos Verdes
Fault, could cause widespread damage to homes and schools just blocks away and across the South Bay
if an earthquake hits or terrorists strike.

“We’re sitting on a time bomb,” Gunter said. “Unfortunately, no one seems to care about this. It's
frightening. ... The bottom line is we are literally playing with fire.”

U.S. Rep. Janice Hahn, who represents San Pedro, said she repeatedly requested an investigation into the
Rancho LPG facility.

“While this in no way resolves concerns about this facility in the community, this enforcement action has
resulted in Rancho LPG complying with federal safety laws and a $260,000 fine,” she said Thursday.
“Although these families will not be safe until the tanks are moved, EPA'’s actions today minimize some of
the risk for the community.”

Also on Thursday, the EPA opened a public comment period on potential revisions to its Risk Management
Program regulations to improve the safety and security of chemical facilities and reduce the risk of
hazardous chemicals to workers and communities. During the 90-day period, EPA is seeking comment on
additional risk management program elements, such as safer technology, emergency drills, facility location
risks, etc., and is asking for information about safety management approaches that will enhance public
safety and aid emergency personnel to prepare for and respond to chemical emergencies.

Reach the author at carley.dryden@langnews.com or follow Carley on
Twitter: carleydryden.

® Full bio and more articles by Carley Dryden
® Back to top

Carley Dryden
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Kit Fox

L _

From: Janet Gunter <arriane5@aol.com>

Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2014 1:34 PM

To: MrEnvirlaw@sbcglobal.net; noelweiss@ca.rr.com; connie@rutter.us; det310@juno.com;
marciesmiller@sbcglobal.net; irene@miraclegirlproductions.org;
johngoya@westoceanmd.com; Brian Campbell <b.camp@cox.net>;
jody.james@sbcglobal.net; igornla@cox.net; jhwinkler@me.com; darzavalney@aol.com;
burling102@aol.com; pmwarren@cox.net; deartoni@yahoo.com;
leneebilski@hotmail.com; hvybags@cox.net; chateaudus@att.net; mandm8602@att.net;
dirivera@prodigy.net; peter.burmeister@sbcglobal.net; bonbon90731@gmail.com;
alsattler@igc.org; richard.vladovic@lausd.net

Cc: Kit Fox

Subject: Fwd: RLn: Rancho LPG.. See page two...and on...GREAT story again by Paul Rosenberg

From: James Preston Allen <reads@randomlengthsnews.com>
To: Janet Gunter <arriane5@aol.com>

Sent: Thu, Jun 26, 2014 11:18 am

Subject: RLn: When the City Attorney Comes to Town

A quick look at what's inside the current issue of RLn... Is this email not displaying correctly?
View it in your browser.

FELTTCRCETIEE YT 310.519.1442 » 1300 8. Pacihic Ave., Son Pedro, Ca 90731 * RondomlengthsNews.com

commc 1o GALLERY 741 Ausust 2014 '

Fused glassart & tableware for adventurous trendsetters.
OPEMING RECEPTION: First Thursday 08/07/14

y Deco Art Deco Building

7415. Pacific Avenue -
San Pedro, CA 90731 Supported by

See E'ent Updates: facebook.comflenchnerglass
818.60%9306 | www. 2enchnemlass com

Click the Cover below to view digital edition.



cuba>. %=

bt

tours and travel ’r
October 22-30

Jain Kont Twitchell and Al Nodal on
a jaunt through Havana with special
emphasis on the murals, stroct an
and governmont bilboards of the
City...phus lots of mussic, architocture,
and foodie surprisas.

FREE Cuban Gift
Basket with Any Trip
Booked with Promo
Code: RLn90731

Cuba Tours and Travel
Your Cuba Travel Specialists

m.cwﬁmvm_
888 225-6439 ext 802

CHY # 2597500 | US Frwval Susvice Frvider § OUHTTR0

AR I YD 0 49
I A W

O St b, N B, B S, 4
At AN 4 W AP COA SN
T YD N

Stop Calling the Iraq War a 'Mistake'... p8

MOLAA Announces Major Change... p18

Republicans Charge Obama with War on Coal... p20

friend on Facebook | forward to a friend




Whart sets RLn Apart from the Rest?

NTERT

READ IT | SHARE IT | INPRINT | ONLINE

Copyright © 2014 Random Lengths News, All rights
reserved.

You are receiving this email because you are a valued
member of the Random Lengths News community.
Our mailing address is:

Random Lengths News

1300 S. Pacific Ave.

San Pedro, CA 90731

Add us to your address book

unsubscribe from this list | update subscription preferences




Kit Fox

From: John Goya <johngoya@westoceanmd.com>
Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2014 4:41 PM
To: Janet Gunter; MrEnvirlaw@sbcglobal.net; noelweiss@ca.rr.com; connie@rutter.us;

det310@juno.com; marciesmiller@sbcglobal.net; irene@miraclegirlproductions.org;
Brian Campbell <b.camp@cox.net>; jody,james@sbcglobal.net; igornla@cox.net;
Jjhwinkler@me.com; darzavalney@aol.com; burlingl02@aol.com; pmwarren@cox.net;
deartoni@yahoo.com; leneebilski@hotmail.com; hvybags@cox.net; chateaudus@att.net;
mandm8602@att.net; dirivera@prodigy.net; peter.burmeister@sbcglobal.net;
bonbon90731@gmail.com; alsattler@igc.org; richard.vladovic@lausd.net

Cc: Kit Fox
Subject: Re: Fwd: RLn: Rancho LPG.. See page two...and on...GREAT story again by Paul
Rosenberg
Janet,

| am happy we had RLn at the meeting -- | will be calling Lockton tomorrow

John

John C Goya

CFO/ COO

21520/ 500 S. Pioneer Blvd, Ste 104
Hawaiian Gardens, CA, 90716

office - 855-462-7764

Fax 562 924-4163

eFax 310-491-7089

FOR A BETTER LIFE !

From: Janet Gunter <arriane5@aol.com>

To: MrEnvirlaw@sbcglobal.net; noelweiss@ca.rr.com; connie@rutter.us; det310@juno.com;
marciesmiller@sbcglobal.net; irene@miraclegirlproductions.org; johngoya@westoceanmd.com;
b.camp@cox.net; jody.james@sbcglobal.net; igornla@cox.net; jhwinkier@me.com; darzavalney@aol.com;
burling102@aol.com; pmwarren@cox.net; deartoni@yahoo.com; leneebilski@hotmail.com; hvybags@cox.net;
chateaudus@att.net; mandm8602@att. net; dirivera@prodigy.net; peter.burmeister@sbcglobal.net;
bonbon90731@gmail.com; alsattler@igc.org; richard.vladovic@lausd.net

Cc: kitf@rpv.com

Sent: Thursday, June 26, 2014 1:33 PM

Subject: Fwd: RLn: Rancho LPG.. See page two...and on....GREAT story again by Paul Rosenberg

-----Original Message-----
From: James Preston Allen <reads@randomlengthsnews.com>
To: Janet Gunter <arriane5@aol.com>




Sent: Thu, Jun 26, 2014 11:18 am
Subject: RLn: When the City Attorney Comes to Town

A quick look at what's inside the current issue of RLn... Is this email not displaying correctly?
View it in your browser.
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Kit Fox

From: Janet Gunter <arriane5@aol.com>
Sent: Friday, July 11, 2014 7:22 PM
To: det310@juno.com; jody.james@sbcglobal.net; connie@rutter.us;

MrEnvirlaw@sbcglobal.net; noelweiss@ca.rr.com; jhwinkler@me.com;
chateaudus@att.net; igornla@cox.net; dwgkaw@hotmail.com; hvybags@cox.net; Kit
Fox; fomjet@aol.com; mandm8602@att.net; dirivera@prodigy.net; bonbon90731
@gmail.com; peter.burmeister@sbcglobal.net; burling102@aol.com;
pmwarren@cox.net; amartinez@earthjustice.org; jnm4ej@yahoo.com;
asantich@yahoo.com; guillermovillagran@sbcglobal.net; diananave@gmail.com;
overbid2002@yahoo.com; owsqueen@yahoo.com; lljonesin33@yahoo.com;
marciesmiller@sbcglobal.net; stanley.mosler@cox.net; john@nrcwater.com;
rob.wilcox@Ilacity.org; jacob.haik@lacity.org; johngoya@westoceanmd.com;
hanslaetz@gmail.com

Cc: carl.southwell@gmail.com; rgb251@berkeley.edu; Ipryor@usc.edy;
irene@miraclegiriproductions.org; lisa.pinto@mail.house.gov;
Laurie.Saroff@mail.house.gov; maurice_lyles@boxer.senate.gov;
michael_davies@feinstein.senate.gov

Subject: Rancho LPG...PAGE 5 AND ON.....PROFESSOR BEA QUOTED...EXCELLENT ARTICLE!

http://www.randomlengthsnews.com/



Kit Fox

- I R .
From: pat nave <overbid2002@yahoo.com>
Sent: Sunday, July 27, 2014 1:27 AM
To: San Pedro Peninsula Homeowners United; LPG.interim.advisory@epa.gov
Cc: lisa.pinto@mail.house.gov; laurie.saroff@mail.house.gov; helmlinger.andrew@epa.gov;

mary wesling; blumenfeld jared@epa.gov; Raphael.Moure-Eraso@csb.gov;
don.holmstrom@csb.gov; Dan Tillema; Beth.Rosenberg@csb.gov;
Mark.Griffon@csb.gov; bea@ce.berkeley.edu; lawrence pryor; Carl Southwell;
agordon@sco.ca.gov; Fred Millar; Kit Fox; Diana Nave; Ray Regalado; Philip Nicolay
Subject: Re: Fwd: Comments to EPA January Advisory on LPG...Comments due July 31, 2014

Chuck, this is an EXCELLENT letter.

Is there a comment period open on something to do with LPG processing? If so, | think maybe
NWSPNC could comment, first by acknowledging and adopting your letter and then adding
comments on the LPG bullet tanks on site, specifically pointing out that the tanks are on a raised
platform, and that the distribution by truck tank and rail tanks are particularly hazardous.

Again, good work! Impressive!

On Saturday, July 26, 2014 11.07 PM, San Pedro Peninsula Homeowners United <sphomeunited@gmail.com> wrote:

SAN PEDRO PENINSULA HOMEOWNERS UNITED, INC.
PO BOX 6455, SAN PEDRO, CA 90734 - E-MAIL sphomeunited@gmail.com

July 27, 2014

RE: COMMENTS TO EPA JANUARY ADVISORY ON LPG FACILITIES

To Whom It May Concern:

While we recognize that the Advisory was focused on LPG processing plants and the safety of standards in
place for those specific facilities, we urge you to pay close attention and broaden your interest and
improvements to include basic LPG storage facilities that are currently posing extraordinary risks to
populations nationwide.

One such facility is the Rancho LPG LLC facility, a subsidiary of Plains All American Pipeline, located at 2110
No. Gaffey St., near the Port of LA in San Pedro, CA.

Introduced under the heavy political influence of President Richard Nixon for his close friend and CEO of
original company, Petrolane LPG, RJ Munzer, the LPG facility received numerous exemptions and an
expedited permitting process through the City and Port of Los Angeles. The facility’s two massive 12.5 million
gallon propane tanks were built without LA City permits in 1973 and “certified” by LA City Building and Safety
five years later, as built. The facility sits in the only “Earthquake Rupture Zone” in the entire LA Harbor Area.
An ERZ is the location where multiple faults converge causing a very seismically vulnerable hot spot. The land
is designated by USGS as “landslide” and “liquefaction” areas. The greatest of the 3 intersecting Faults, The
Palos Verdes Fault, has a magnitude potential of 7.3. The permit- less tanks were built to a seismic sub-
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standard of 5.5-6.0. These facts, in and of themselves, should be enough to generate grave concern from the
EPA and all other entities and public officials with jurisdiction.

Pre-existing homes and schools fall within 1,000-1,500 ft. from this facility. The American Petroleum set back
standards are deficient on 3 sides of this storage facility. The loading docks for the rail cars transporting this
highly explosive gas fall within a mere 20 ft. of heavily trafficked Gaffey. The only divide between the busy
highway and loading rail cars consists of a chain link fence and shrubbery.

One of the most injurious issues is the EPA’s allowance of a very minimal worst case radius of impact reporting
at this facility and probably others. This latitude of reporting stems from the Petrolane/Amerigas/Rancho LPG
mitigation measure of their “impound basin”. Purportedly, this basin would significantly reduce safety concerns
by containing the escaping liquid gas from one of their 12.5 million gallon tanks in the impound basin
preventing its "escape”. This concept is pure fantasy in reality. Liquefied petroleum gas is only kept in “liquid”
form under pressure and refrigeration. Once any leaking liquid gas meets air temperature above 32 degrees (in
So. California we never SEE 32 degrees) it will almost instantly vaporize while expanding over 200 times its
volume. The basin would capture less than 1% of the volume of that tank upon rupture. LPG is heavier than
air....so, the vapor will overflow any basin while hugging the ground and seeking the lowest levels.

Utilizing this fantasy notion of safety mitigation, Rancho LPG is allowed to use a severely minimized and
approved EPA formula for calculation of its “worst case scenario of blast impact”. That minimized calculation
estimates the blast radius from their 12.5 million gallon butane tank at .50 mile. The proper EPA blast radius
calculation, without use of the minimized “mitigation” version, estimates the true impact from the tank at well
over 3 miles. Frankly put, the reduced estimate is a cruel ruse upon the unsuspecting public. The EPA
calculation for a single 30,000 gallon butane gas rail car (several of which are regularly sitting at the site within
20 ft. of Gaffey St.) establishes a blast radius of .42 mile. This comparison underscores the absurdity of any
credibility given to the Rancho LPG 12.5 million gallon LPG tank rupture as having a %2 mile blast radius. Even
the simplest mind can grasp this disparity.

In our view, it is imperative that the EPA immediately address this nonsensical and reckless approach to risk
management planning. “Cookie cutter” RMP scenarios are not acceptable. The truth must not to be distorted
when estimating public safety. Don May, of California Earth Corps said the following of the Rancho LPG
facility, (then Amerigas) in 2006,

“The LPG/Butane facility is directly over the button hook of the Palos Verdes Fault (predicted for rupture within
the 10-50 yr. time frame.) A geology firm up in Montrose, Ca who are the acknowledged experts on that fault
structure, and a group from Cal Tech who are the experts in predicting the vertical accelerations to be
expected from the predicted events, and an engineering group who could evaluate the ability of tanks to
withstand the shear forces generated, estimated that 2G's of vertical shear force would cut through those LPG
tanks like a hot knife through butter. Yet, the expected rip force would be far greater. The event would empty
both LPG tanks, which are surrounded by a multitude of ignition sources, resulting in an inextinguishable
column of fire up to the inversion layer thousands of feet high, raising the temperature above the ignition point
of most flammables within a mile or more, causing a Dresden like firestorm through San Pedro and into the
Ports.”

For over 25 years, the EPA has turned a blind eye to scientific fact while it surrenders public safety to the
interest of the American Petroleum Institute by allowing the meaningless concept of an impound basin (set
forth by API) as a form of safety mitigation. The EPA was created to support and protect the people of this
country....not the private interests of the energy industry. It is time to remind yourselves of that fact. It is time to
deal with these ultra-hazardous operations in the most responsible way. We do not need any more Gulf, San
Bruno, nor Fukushima type catastrophes. By ignoring such blatant scientific fact regarding the properties of
liquefied petroleum gas and how it quickly vaporizes and expands, the EPA is surely promoting that very type
of disaster.

It is imperative to incorporate the expert advice of professionals such as Professor Bob Bea (UC Berkeley) in
guiding the EPA to be more protective of its US citizens. Bea has dedicated his life to the forensics of every
disaster in our country and abroad. There will be no better source of direction for you, if, in fact, the EPA is
serious in its intent to improve its safety standards and protect the American public.
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San Pedro and Peninsula Homeowners United, Inc. is comprised of hundreds of homeowners in nearest
proximity to the Rancho LPG facility. In some cases, our homeowners fall within 1,000 ft. of the facility. SPPHU
has diligently pursued responsible action to protect our homeowners for over 40 years. The EPA needs to
step up its duty to protect our people immediately. Thousands of people's lives are depending upon it.

Sincerely,
18/
Chuck Hart, President

The End of the "Made-In-China” Era
The impossible (but real) technology that could make you impossibly rich.
fool.com
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City of Rolling Hills Estates

JULY 22, 2014
TO: MAYOR AND CITY COUNCIL
FROM: NIKI WETZEL, AICP, PRINCIPAL PLANNER

SUBJECT:  PLANNING APPLICATION NO. 10-14
APPLICANT: MR. JEFF BARAN, CHANDLER SAND AND GRAVEL INC.
PROPERTY OWNER: CHANDLER RANCH PROPERTIES, LLC, BRI LLC, ROLLING
HILLS COUNTRY CLUB
LOCATION: 26311 AND 27000 PALOS VERDES DRIVE EAST

OVERVIEW

The following is a request for an amendment to PA-29-07 (commonly known as the Chandler
Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project, which generally consists of 114 single family homes, a
reconfigured/relocated 18-hole golf course, a new clubhouse complex, and natural open space), which
would increase the boundary adjustment area between Roliing Hills Estates and Torrance from
approximately 32 acres to approximately 41 acres, remove Lot No. 124 (approximately 4 acres) from
Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 61287 and add Lots Nos. 148 and 149; and require amendments to
the approved Development Agreement and Boundary Modification and Annexation Agreement to reflect
these changes. These project amendments have been analyzed in an Addendum to the Certified
Environmental impact Report.

BACKGROUND

Application Filed: 04/02/14
Application Deemed Complete: 06/18/14
Public Notices Mailed: 07/10/14
Public Notices Posted: 07/10/14
Public Notices Published: 07/10/14

A public hearing for these project revisions was held before the Planning Commission on June 16 and
June 30, 2014. The staff reports and minutes excerpts of these mestings are included as Attachment
2. On June 30, 2014, the Planning Commission approved Resolution No. PA-10-14 (see Attachment 1)
recommending approval of the project revisions to the City Council.

DISCUSSION

Planning Application No. 29-07 consists of a Vesting Tentative Tract Map, General Pian Amendments,
Zone Changes, Zone Text Amendment, Grading Plan, Development Agreement, Conditional Use
Permits, Neighborhood Compatibility Determination, an Annexation/Deannexation, for a 114 home
single family subdivision, a reconfigured/relocated 18-hole golf course, and a new clubhouse complex.
The project was approved, and an Environmental Impact Report (EIR) certified for, the project in the
summer of 2011.




A Boundary Modification and Annexation Agreement was signed by the Cities of Rolling Hills Estates
and Torrance on January 8, 2008 providing for an Annexation/Deannexation and adjustment of City
boundary lines. As approved, the agreement and project provide for the equal swap of approximately
32 acres between the two cities. The modification in City boundary lines requires approval of the Local
Agency Formation Commission for the County of Los Angeles (LAFCO). LAFCO staff indicates that an
additional 8.07 acres of land should be added to the land swap area, increasing the area to 40.78
acres, to make the boundaries more consistent with LAFCO policies. As such, the applicant proposes
this application to amend PA-29-07 inclusive of the Boundary Modification and Annexation Agreement,
applicable resolutions and ordinances, and the Development Agreement to reflect the revised
boundaries.

The applicant also proposes to remove one open space lot, known as Dead Horse Canyon and
indicated as Lot No. 124 on the approved vesting tentative tract map, from the project area decreasing
the project area by approximately 4 acres. In addition, upon further review of the revised Vesting
Tentative Tract Map, the applicant has numbered Lot Nos. 148 and 149 in the revised proposal. These
are open space lots that were not numbered in the previous map in error, and the lots will be
maintained by the homeowner’s association.

No other changes to the project are proposed. The project would continue to provide 114 homes, a
new golf course clubhouse, and an 18-hole golf course in exactly the same configuration as approved.

In the map revisions, approximately eight acres located south of Alta Loma park (currently in the City of
Torrance) would become part of Rolling Hills Estates with the proposed boundary adjustment.
Chandler representatives have agreed to a condition of project approval requiring a perpetual open
space easement on this area to be recorded within thirty days of approval from LAFCO. This condition
is reflected in Resolution No. 2333, attached separately, and all other previous conditions of project
approval would remain in full force and effect. In addition, Chandler representatives have agreed to a
condition of approval from the City of Torrance requiring a perpetual open space easement covering
the Dead Horse Canyon area. This area is and will remain within the City of Torrance in the revised
boundary configuration and not under the jurisdiction of the City of Rolling Hills Estates.

An addendum to the certified EIR was prepared by PMC to analyze potential new impacts of the
revised boundaries. The addendum is included as Attachment C to this report. The resulis of the
environmental analysis indicate that the proposed revisions would not result in new or more severe
impacts beyond those analyzed and mitigated in the Chandler Ranch Subdivision/Rolling Hills Country
Club project. The addition of Lot Nos. 148 and 149 was not described in the Addendum to the
Chandler Ranch Subdivision/Rolling Hills Country Club Final EIR; however, staff and the City Attorney
believe these revisions are minor mapping corrections and could have no substantive effect on the
environment. Therefore, staff believes the findings of the addendum remain valid.

The City Attorney has reviewed all resolutions and ordinances related to this application. The full fext
of Ordinance Nos. 678-680, City Council Resolution Nos. 2258-2260, and the certified EIR for Planning
Application No. 29-07 can all be found on the City’s website under “What's New"/"Project
Updates’/"Chandier Ranch-Rolling Hills Country Ciub.”

RECOMMENDATION

Staff recommends that the City Council:
1. Open the Public Hearing;

2. Take Public Testimony;



3. Discuss the lssues;

4, Close the Public Hearing; and

5. Take the following actions:

A

Exhibits
Attached

Adopt Resolution No. 2332 amending the boundaries of certain land use designations in
the Land Use Element of the General Plan to reflect revisions to the Chandler Ranch
Subdivision/Rolling Hills Country Club project;

introduce Ordinance No. 695 for first reading amending certain zoning designations of
the City's Zoning Map to provide for revised City boundaries for the Cities of Rolling Hills
Estates and Torrance and providing zoning designations for properties to be annexed to
the City of Rolling Hills Estates as previously established in City Council Ordinance No.
678;

Adopt Resolution No. 2333 approving an amendment to PA-29-07 increasing the
boundary adjustment area between Rolling Hills Estates and Torrance from
approximately 32 acres to approximately 41 acres, removing Lot No. 124 (approximately
4 acres) from Vesting Tentative Tract Map No. 61287 and adding Lots 148 and 149; and
amending the Boundary Modification and Annexation Agreement fo reflect these
changes; :

Introduce Ordinance No. 696 for first reading approving the First Amendment to the
Development Agreement.

1. Planning Commission Resolution No. PA-10-14
2. Planning Commission Staff Reports and Minutes Excerpt of June 16 and June 30, 2014
3. Addendum to the Chandler Ranch/Rolling Hills Country Club Project Environmental impact Report

P Niki Pa-10-14cm.doc



